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The Government needs a 
consolidated data center 
where it can keep all of its 
information on people’s lives, 
jobs and deaths, a Budget Bu- 
reau consultant says. 

His proposal has caught tne 
attention of Congressional 
subcommittees investigating 
snooping. They fear the data 
center could grow into a com- 
puterized King Kong with a 
thumb on every American. 

A billion punch cards worth 
of data on such subjects as in- 
come taxes and Social Secur- 
ity benefits could be consoli- 
dated within a year, the con- 
sultant says. , Other data — 
such as an Office of Educa- 
tion survey of 300,000 students’ 
family backgrounds — would 
come later. 

No Secrets Barred 

Apparently, no secrets 
would be kept from the Data 
Service Center. Information 
developed by individual agen- 
cies would be turned over “in 
full available detail . . . with- 
out screening for confiden- 
tiality,” according to a report 
to the Budget Bureau. 

Instead, the computers 
would be the censors. The 
machines may know all, advo- 
cates suggest, but they can 
be programmed not to tell 
all. An Internal Revenue 
Service agent, for example, 
could be prohibited from 
pushing just any Census Bu- 
reau button. 

Not a few legislators are 
skeptical. What of the FBI, the 
CIA, the White House? 

“Somewhere along the line 
toward Government efficien- 
.cy,” says Sen. Edward Y. 
Long (D-Mo.), “we must cease 
pushing our citizens into the 
computer.” 

Who Has the Button? 

Adds Rep. Cornelius Galla- 
gher (D-N.J.): “People worry 
about who has the button on 
nuclear weapons. We’ve got 
to start worrying about who 


In a December report to 
the Budget Bureau, Dunn pro- 
posed legislation to lift re- 
strictions barring individual 
agencies from giving a Data 
Center their secrets. 

The issue of invasion of pri- 
vacy, he acknowledged in an 
interview, is not “to be taken 
lightly at all.” But most pol- 
icy makers and planners are 
not interested in individuals 
but in information about a 
class or grouping of individ- 
uals, he said. 

Moreover, he said, the in- 
formation the Data Center 
would get is already held by 
individual agencies. “That in- 
formation,” he said, “can be 
gotten at now, but for legal 
and administrative protec- 
tions.” 

The Center, he contended, 
could be set up so that more 
information would be available 
to Government agencies, busi- 
ness and research groups, and 
state and local officials, with- 
out any more danger to an in- 
dividual’s right to privacy than 
exists now. 

Some of the agencies don’t 
seem to think so. One memo 
to Dunn said Agency officials 
feel that letting anyone else 
peek at their files, much less 
have them, would be “a breach 
of contract” with citizens who! 
had been assured over the 
years that “none but the 
agency personnel would view 
their reports.” 

1 Census Is One 

The dissenting agencies 
were not identified, but the 
Census Bureau is among them. 

There, the story goes, even 
President Truman was once 
turned down on a request for 
a specific bit of information 
on the grounds that he wasn’t 
a “sworn employe” of the Cen- 
sus fraternity. 

Senator Long’s Judiciary 
Subcommittee will call Dunn 
as a witness to find out more 
about the Data Center. 

It isn’t clear, for example, 
just how many agencies might 
feed the centralized comput- 
ers 5 to 10 years from now. 
Current proposals are to start 
with records from the Census 
Bureau, Internal Revenue, the ; 
Bureau of Labor Statistics, \ 
the Office of Business Eco- j 
nomics, the Federal Reserve 
Board, the National Center for 
Health Statistics and the Bu- 
reau of Old Age and Survivors 
Insurance. 

But that’s just a first-year 
list. 

“We would insist on maxi- 
mum safegards if we went 
along with the proposal,” a 
subcommittee spokesman said. 

Gallagher said he hopes to 


has the button on the com- 
puter.” 

The Budget Bureau’s con- 
sultant on the project, Edgar 
S. Dunn Jr., says there is far 
too much duplication and 
waste in the Government’s 
record-gathering. Urban plan- 
ners, education officials, high- 
way planners, welfare admin- 
istrators and a host of others, 
he says, ought to be able to 
compare notes. 

Too often, Dunn says, the 
notes aren’t comparable. Much 
valuable information, he feels, 
is also lost because confi- 
dences are kept and statistics 
made anonymous too early in 
the game. 


( have his House Government 
jOperations Subcommit- 
tee hold hearings later in the 
month. 

Extent of Trust 

The basic issue, Dunn ob- 
served, is how far you can 
trust the Government to re- 
spect your right to privacy. 
“If you have no confidence in 
the administrative and politi- 
cal process in this sphere,” he 
said, “then I guess you don’t 
do it.” 

The record, Gallagher said, 
inspires little confidence. 
“Confidential” reports on pri- 
vate citizens are often band- 
ied about rather freely, both 
inside and outside the Govern- 
ment. 

“I found lie detector exams 
were freely exchanged among 
personnel circles in Govern- 
ment agencies,” Gallagher 
said of previous hearings be- 
fore his subcommittee. 

“Without safeguard's,” he 
said of the Data Service Cen- 
ter plan, “you could have 
total instantaneous retrieval 
about every individual whose 
[name is thrown in the com- 
puter. 

“This really strikes at the 
fundamental root of our so- 
ciety, the old concept of for- 
give and forget. These com- 
puters aren’t going to forget 
and they’re never going to 
forgive.” 
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